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Dear Ms. Dortch:

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission�s rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.1206, this will provide
notice that on June 25, 2002, Pantios Manias, Senior Vice President for Carrier Relations,
Regulatory and Business Development, and Stephen Crawford, General Counsel, of El Paso Global
Networks (�EPGN�); Brian Henneberry, Federal Government Affairs Representative, of El Paso
Energy Corporation; Joshua Bobeck of this firm and the undersigned met with Jeffrey Carlisle, Tom
Navin, Jeremy Miller, and Scott Bergmann, in the Wireline Competition Bureau, to discuss
regulatory issues relating to the above-referenced dockets.

In particular, EPGN stressed the importance to its business operations in Texas of continued
access to dark fiber unbundled network elements (�UNEs�) and high-capacity loop and transport
UNEs.  EPGN expressed the view that competition in the markets EPGN serves would be impaired
if competitors did not have access to dark fiber UNEs, because comparable facilities are not
available as a practical matter from third parties, and self-provisioning in most cases is
uneconomical due to the cost characteristics of deploying dark fiber. EPGN pointed out that it has
invested over $500 million to construct telecommunications facilities in Texas, including deploying
equipment to light fiber UNEs, but that it would be economically infeasible to extend fiber facilities
to most of its prospective customers due to the expense and delay inherent in constructing
duplicative facilities (including, for example, the need to negotiate access to buildings and construct
lateral facilities that duplicate the incumbent LEC�s existing building entrance facilities).
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EPGN also outlined difficulties it has experienced in obtaining parity access to dark fiber
and other UNEs from SBC in Texas, and urged the Commission to strengthen its UNE rules to
protect the availability of network elements on reasonable terms and on parity with the access
available to the incumbent LECs.

Sincerely,

/s/

Russell M. Blau
Attorney for El Paso Global Networks

cc: Jeffrey Carlisle
Tom Navin
Jeremy Miller
Scott Bergmann


